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BEFORE THE

| LLI NO S COMMERCE COMM SSI ON

IN THE MATTER OF:
CITY OF CHI CAGO, |LLINO S,
Petitioner
v

NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAI LROAD, NORTHERN
| NDI ANA COMMUTER TRANSPORTATI ON

DI STRICT AND THE | LLI NOI S DEPARTMENT
OF TRANSPORTATI ON,

Respondent s.

Petition to create grade separation
crossings and to close at-grade
crossings at 130th Street and
Torrence Avenue, through the
reconstruction of 130th Street,

Brai nard Avenue and Torrence Avenue,
i mpacting the tracks of Norfolk
Sout hern and the Northern I|Indiana
Commut er Transportation District/
II'1inois Indiana Devel opment
Corporation and other relief, in
Cook County, Illinois.

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

No. T08-0128

Chi cago, Illinois

Oct ober 21,

2008

Met pursuant to notice at 9:00 a. m

BEFORE:

MR. DEAN JACKSON, Adm nistrative Law Judge.
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JUDGE JACKSON
in me by the
State of Illinois,

hearing. This is
Chi cago to create

cl ose an at-grade

Pursuant to the authority vested

[1linois Commerce Comm ssion and the

l'"ll call Docket T08-0128 for

the Petition filed by the City of
grade separation crossings and

crossing and other such things.

May | have appearances, please.
M. Pace, we'll start with you.
MR. PACE: On behalf of the City of Chicago,

Jack Pace, Senior Counsel, City of Chicago,
Department of Law, 30 North LaSalle Street,
Suite 900, Chicago, Illinois 60602.

And with me today is M. Soliman
Khudeira who's project manager with the Chicago

Depart ment of

Transportation,

and 'l |et

M. Khudeira present hinself and the spelling his
[ ast nanme.

MR. KHUDEI RA: ' m Sol i man Khudeira, |ast name
K-h-u-d-e-i-r-a, and |I'm project manager with the

City of Chicago,
30 North LaSall e,

60602.

Depart ment

of Transportation,

Chi cago, Illinois, Suite 400,
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MR. PARRI SH: Lawrence Parrish on behalf of the
Il 1inois Department of Transportation, Office of
Chi ef Counsel, that's 300 West Adans, Chicago,
Il linois 60606, telephone number, 312-793-5737.
JUDGE JACKSON: Thank you.
M. Vercruysse, m ght as well finish

around the table in Chicago.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: Thank you, your Honor.
Brian Vercruysse, V-e-r-c-r-u-y-s-s-e,
representing the Staff of the Illinois Commerce
Comm ssion with address at 527 East Capitol Avenue,

Springfield, Illinois 62701, phone number,
312-636-7760. Thank you.
JUDGE JACKSON: Thank you.
M. Flynn?
MR. FLYNN: My name is Neil F. Flynn, N-e-i-I,

F, as in Frank, Flynn. My busi ness address is

1035 South 2nd Street, Springfield, Illinois 62704.
|"m an attorney licensed to practice law in the
State of Illinois and |I'm appearing today on behal f
of Norfol k Southern Railroad Conpany.

JUDGE JACKSON: Thank you.
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M . Harpring.

MR. HARPRI NG: Jeff Harpring with Illinois
Department of Transportation at 2300 South Dirksen
Par kway, Springfield, Illinois.

JUDGE JACKSON: Are we m ssing Northern | ndiana
Commut er Transportation District?

MR. PACE: Yes, your Honor, they are not here.
We suspect that they may not be here because we
don't have any open issues with that entity at this
poi nt, but | am speculating at this point. I
haven't been contacted by them

JUDGE JACKSON: All right. They've received
notice of the hearing. They are on the service
list. W'Ill go ahead with any evidence anyone wants
to put on today. But | would ask if someone --

M. Vercruysse, if you would take the lead on this,

if there are, in fact, no issues that they have any
problem with, we need themto file something in the
case to that effect, otherwise we'll be getting

t oget her again to get them on the record officially.
So | need to know where they stand. Fair enough?

MR. VERCRUYSSE: Fair enough. | understand,



your Honor. Thank you.
JUDGE JACKSON: OCkay. Thank you.
M . Pace, how many witnesses today?
MR. PACE: Well, your Honor, actually we're not
pl anni ng on putting on any evidence, per se, today.
We just wanted to give the Comm ssion and your Honor
an overview of the project, the timetable that we're
presently under, a feel for the outstanding issues
t hat we have, but all within the context the fact
that we believe that this matter can be resolved
bet ween the parties -- anong the parties, and that
we anticipate submtting an agreed draft order for
your consideration in the near future.
JUDGE JACKSON: That woul d be outstanding.
| do note, just for the record, that
this apparently is a $157 mllion project as a
whol e, is that correct?
MR. PACE: That's correct, your Honor.
JUDGE JACKSON: It's huge.
So an agreed order would be beyond
absol utely wonderful.

What does everyone want to do today,
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then? Do you want me to just |et everybody hang out
and di scuss issues that, perhaps, M. Flynn m ght
have, questions he m ght have, and --

MR. PACE: Well, your Honor.

JUDGE JACKSON: -- and |eave the record open?
What do you guys want to do, you tell nme?

MR. PACE: Well, my plan was to speak for a few
m nutes just to give you an overview with the
schedul e and what we would like in terms of next
steps with your Honor.

JUDGE JACKSON: Ckay.

MR. PACE: And | know that M. Flynn has some
guestions and | believe M. Vercruysse may have some
addi ti onal questions as well. And at that point I
t hi nk, you know, we may want to continue discussing
this a little bit, maybe off the record, but --

JUDGE JACKSON: Al right.

MR. PACE: -- we've had an opportunity to
di scuss this while we were waiting here. So | think
we're ready to proceed.

JUDGE JACKSON: Good. Why don't we just keep it

as an informal round table discussion, then. And if
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the time does come that we need to swear in
wi t nesses, you know, another day, you know, we can
do that. Wuld that be all right with everyone?
MR. FLYNN: Absolutely.
MR. PACE: Yes.
MR. PARRI SH: Yes.
JUDGE JACKSON: Okay. M. Pace, go ahead,
pl ease.
MR. PACE: Thank you, your Honor.

Well, as |I'm sure everyone has read
the Petition. This is a significant project that's
going to be taking place in the southeast part of
Chi cago. We have been working on this project for
approximately three to four years, working with the
railroads involved and | DOT.

We anticipate at this time that we'd
like to submt this project out to bid in March of
2009 and to start construction in October of 2009,
that's contingent on procuring the necessary
fundi ng. But we, at this time, feel confident that
that will happen and allow us to inplenment that

ti met abl e.

10
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| think it's clear from the Petition
we are not seeking any additional funding fromthe
Grade Crossing Protection Fund. W are seeking
relief of closing two at-grade crossings and
creating two above-grade crossings as well as the
denmolition of a bridge and the construction of a new
bri dge.

As | stated we have -- in working with
the railroads involved, we believe we've reached an
agreement with Northern |Indiana Comuter
Transportation District. Their operations are not
involved in the grade separation portions of the
proj ect.

We have agreed that the cost of the
infrastructure, the new bridge, is approxi mately
$2.4 mllion.

Wth respect to the outstanding i1ssues
with Norfol k Southern -- before | go on to that, |
do want to say that we have already submtted the
design plans to Norfolk Southern. W've received
comments fromthem  We've incorporated those

comments to, | think, a substantial degree.
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W -- | think as M. Khudeira had
mentioned, at this point there are some slight
modi fi cations that they are seeking, but other than
that, we believe we are, you know, in substanti al
agreement on the design.

We do have -- and as part of our
deal ings and over the |last couple of years, we have
entered into several agreenments with the Railroad,
with Norfol k Southern. W have, in our view, three
out st andi ng agreements -- or outstanding issues.

No. 1 being the scope and the amount
of the force account worKk. In that regard, we have
received an estimate from Norfol k Sout hern of what
that is going to be. They've notified us that they
are anmendi ng that number and we are awaiting receipt
of that information.

The second issue, as your Honor, is
probably is aware, this project invokes federal
regul ations with respect to railroad participation
and fundi ng. We' ve had, what | would characterize
as, you know, substantial discussions with Norfolk

Sout hern in this regard.

12
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We believe that Norfol k Southern has
agreed in principle to participation of 5 percent.
And, of course, we are still working on what the
appropriate amount, a portion of this project, wl
be applicable to that 5 percent figure. W are
finalizing those numbers and should be able to have
something to submt to Norfolk Southern in the next
two to three weeks.

The third issue is part of this
overall project. There'll be created a private
railroad crossing. And there has been some
prelim nary di scussions between the City and
Nor f ol k Southern as to the Iimted use of that
crossing and, you know, ancillary issues regarding
t hat .

And that's the end of my summary of
the project and the time table. Certainly,

M. Khudeira is here, the project manager, to answer
any specific questions.

| do want to end by saying that, given
our time table with submtting a bid out in March of

2009, | nmentioned this off the record and | just

13
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want to put it on the record, that we are seeking a
way that we can get a Conmm ssion order in time for
us to submt a bid in March of 2009. And in that
regard | would Iike to explore, you know, the
circulation of a draft order that we can work on so
that, perhaps -- if not by the next status, which

| " m seeking the first week of December, perhaps an
early January or something, that we can finalize and
have submtted to your Honor.

JUDGE JACKSON: Great. So there are federal
bridge building funds sonehow, | inmage?

MR. KHUDEI RA: Yes. The funding for the project
includes federal funds, the state funds and city
funds.

JUDGE JACKSON: Al right.

MR. PACE: And at this point, | would like to
make M . Khudeira avail able for your questions, your
Honor, and questions of the other parties.

JUDGE JACKSON: Ckay. Let's go to M. Flynn,
Nor f ol k Sout hern.

You have the floor.

MR. FLYNN: Thank you.

14
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"Il go in no particular order, but
let me go to the 5 percent issue, if you will
My under st andi ng, again, you

anticipate that the State will be submtting to NS

within two to three weeks their guesstimte of -- or

the project, identify those funds of the project
which are related to the 5 percent -- in which the
5 percent -- Railroad contribution would apply, is
t hat correct?

MR. KHUDEI RA: Yes, that's correct.

MR. FLYNN: Not that | can't wait two or three,
but do you have an idea of what that nunber woul d
be? Again, | won't hold you to it and I know it's
all ball park, we're not under oath, but if I'mto
go back and tell ny client, Here's what the
guesstimate would be at this point, do you have a
ball park figure?

MR. KHUDEI RA: As a prelimnary nunber, the
nunber is comng around 5 mllion.

MR. FLYNN: Around 5 mllion?

MR. KHUDEI RA: Yes. 5 mllion is th 5 percent

contribution of Norfolk Southern.

15
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MR. FLYNN: All right. That's helpful. Thank
you.

As | look at the Petition, this is
just for my own edification, there's two proposed
bridge structures, correct?

MR. KHUDEI RA: Correct.

MR. FLYNN: AlIl right. And at the 130th
Street -- there are currently how many | anes of
mot or vehicular traffic at 130th Street at the grade
crossing there?

MR. KHUDEI RA: There are two | anes in each
direction.

MR. FLYNN: So four |anes, two each direction.

MR. KHUDEI RA: Correct.

MR. FLYNN: And as | read the Petition again, at

130th Street, when the project is done as

contenpl ated, it will be three sets of NS tracks.
They'll be bridged, if you will, over 130th Street,
correct?

MR. KHUDEI RA: That's correct.
MR. FLYNN: Two main and one switch track.

MR. KHUDEI RA: Yes.

16
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MR. FLYNN: Ckay. At Torrence Avenue now, the
same questions, but there are currently how many
| anes of motor vehicular traffic at Torrence Avenue?

MR. KHUDEI RA: Same thing, two | anes in each
direction, so a total of four.

MR. FLYNN: OCkay. And | think the answer to the
number of tracks at the Torrence Avenue bridge is
also three, correct --

MR. KHUDEI RA: Correct.

MR. FLYNN: -- two main and one switch?
MR. KHUDEI RA: Correct.
MR. FLYNN: OCkay. Thank you.
Paragraph 8 of the -- so when sonebody
says to ne, |I'mtaking a bridge over motor vehicul ar

traffic, but Paragraph 8 seens to say that you're
| owering the roadway, is that -- am | just -- am
m sreadi ng that?

MR. KHUDEI RA: No, that's correct. This is a
standard grade separation practice. Currently the
roadway intersects with the Railroad at the same
el evation. So to create the grade separation, the

roadway is |owered under the tracks. And the way

17
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you | ower a roadway under a track, you have to build
a bridge to support the tracks.

The answer is yes, the roadway will be
| ower below its existing elevation.

MR. FLYNN: Okay. It's still trains going over,
but you've got to |ower the regul ar roadway from
where it is now.

MR. KHUDEI RA: That's right. The roadway
el evation will be lower in both, at Torrence Avenue
and at 130th Street.

MR. FLYNN: OCkay. Thank you.

Okay, you've covered this question.
What the City is asking for is a NS 5 percent
contribution for the grade separation structure in
accordance with federal |aw and we are awaiting for
docunentation fromyou to ook at, to determ ne what
t hat specific nunber is. So we've covered that.

On the force account work, did I
understand you to say that NS needs to update some
information, get that to you, or is it the other way
around?

MR. KHUDEI RA: Yeah, that's correct. \What they

18
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di d,

NS,

the doll ar amunt

problem with that.

agreement,

them for their si

was told that

expect

is about $6.1

they submtted to us a force account and

mllion. We have

We have an agreenment, drafted

we are ready to sign it and send it to

gnature, but they are updating --

there were sone additions. So we do

that there are sonme revisions to the

techni cal aspect

MR.

MR.

revise

t he new dol |l ar

| don't

t hat

MR.

'S

and the doll ar

anount .

FLYNN:  Okay.
KHUDEI RA: Ri ght now we just want them to
it, submt to us the new technicalities and
amount and then we will process it.
expect it to be an issue.

FLYNN: Okay. Sol i man,

do | under st and

in the works already and communi cation is

ongoing or do | need to do anything new?

j ust

Nor f

us,

MR.

want

ol k
MR.
MR.

t he

KHUDEI RA:

Sout hern'

to enmphasi ze that

Communi cation i s ongoi ng. But

s end.

FLYNN:  Okay.

KHUDEI RA:

better.

So the sooner

we are waiting for

they can give it

no

to

19
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MR. FLYNN: Soliman, you work with Janes

Kazmeri ak (phonetic) on that?

MR. KHUDEI RA: Yes.

MR. FLYNN: Okay. W th respect to the project,
is there any property or property interest,
easenents, right-of-ways, whatever, is there any

property that needed to be obtained from
Nor f ol k Sout hern?

MR. KHUDEI RA: The Railroad properties and that
i ssue, the property exchange, is already been
finalized. W had a separate agreenment where we
t ook properties from Norfol k Southern. We, the
City, gave back properties. So they were a separate
agreement. And we finally we end up bal ancing the
square footage of how much we are giving them versus
t he square footage of |and that we have taken from
them. And the final outcome, | can say, that we
ended up paying them some amount, | believe it was
in the nei ghborhood of $300, 000.

So to answer your question, the

ri ght - of -way exchange, the right-of-way agreement is

fully finalized and approved by both parties.

20
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MR. FLYNN: Okay. So there are no property
i ssues outstanding, yet that haven't already been
agreed to and is finalized.

MR. KHUDEI RA: No, not to my know edge. No.

MR. FLYNN: Okay. Both of the crossings that
will be elimnated, the at-grade crossings, both of
t hose crossings now at Torrence and 130th, those are
both equi pped with automatic flashing |ights,
signals and gates, is that correct?

MR. KHUDEI RA: That's correct.

MR. FLYNN: Okay. Thank you very nuch.

MR. KHUDEI RA: Thank you.

JUDGE JACKSON: M. Parrish, do you have
anything for -- I'"msorry, do you have somet hing
el se?

MR. FLYNN: Yes.

JUDGE JACKSON: Go ahead.

MR. FLYNN: Judge, |'m sorry --

JUDGE JACKSON: That's all right.

MR. FLYNN: -- | neglected to ask for sonme
clarification or detail on the private roadway.

just see it on the drawi ng and maybe you can

21
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enlighten ne.

MR. KHUDEI RA: The private roadway crossing is a
side crossing that's going to the end of the
proj ect. There is one portion of the rail that's
going to be at-grade. The private railroad crossing
is going to be private. It would serve only
emer gency vehicles, only maintenance vehicl es. So
it's not nmeant to be for the public usage. It would
be hardly used. As | mentioned, for emergency or
mai nt enance.

And, again, Norfolk Southern are aware
of this private crossing. They're in agreenment with
the technical aspect. And as far as the detail of
signals or what type of signal is going to be needed
there, we are follow ng what Norfol k Southern
requi rement woul d be.

So | don't see an issue with that at
all, at least fromthe way | look at it.

MR. FLYNN: Okay. So the agreement -- or the
user of that private property would be City
emergency, City maintenance vehicles?

MR. KHUDEI RA: It's both. It's City emergency

22
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vehicles, City vehicles servicing of water main and
sewers that exists in this roadway. And also in
t hat roadway where the private railroad crossing it
wi Il service, there are some other utilities owned
by privately owned conpanies, Commonweal th Edi son

and so on.

So any time a conpany or a City agency

wants to maintain the facilities they will end up
crossing the private roadway crossing, which is
at-grade. And the reason why it is private, it is
not public. Not meant for public use. It's only
private in a sense that emergency and mai ntenance
vehicles will use it.

MR. FLYNN: | f you know, Soliman or Jack, who
woul d be the parties to this agreenment? Obviously
it's the NS track that the crossing would be over,
but who would be the parties to the agreement?

MR. PACE: | suspect it would be between the
City and Norfol k Southern. W really haven't
t hought of any other parties at this point.

MR. FLYNN: Again, | don't want to bel abor this

poi nt, but obviously, if | understand Soli man

23
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correctly, there'll be people other than the City,

City property or City trucks using it, for exanple,

utilities and so forth.
MR. PACE: Ri ght, right. | contenpl ated that
t hat access woul d probably be governed by the City

as well, though. But you bring up a good issue that
coul d be discussed off-1line. But | think the access
by, let's say, Commonweal th Edi son or other

utilities would flow through the City.

MR. KHUDEI RA: That's correct. And any private
utility companies are not allowed to do work on that
pi ece of land, which is the existing 130th Street,

before obtaining a permt fromthe City. So it's
not going to be just utilities com ng back and
forth. They have to obtain a permt first fromthe
City to be allowed to do work on any property within
the City and this is one of them

MR. VERCRUYSSE: Neil, do you mnd if | jump in
with a few questions and also follow-up with how
it's --

MR. FLYNN: "1l throw one out and |I'm going to

quit.
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The issue of what protections wll be
there and who will maintain, has that all been
wor ked out and agreed to already?

MR. KHUDEI RA: We have a draft private road
agreement --

MR. PACE: Ri ght. They have not been worked
out. They've been raised. And there's been
apparently a draft, we have a draft agreenment, but

t hey have not been negoti at ed.

MR. FLYNN: That's all | had. Thank you.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: Thank you. Your Honor, if you
mnd, if I can follow in with M. Flynn's points
here.

JUDGE JACKSON: No.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: The designation of private, who
owns the -- how is the right-of-way established
t hrough here? 1Is it City of Chicago owned roadway

for a roadway easenent through here, or how is that
bei ng established?

MR. KHUDEI RA: It's an existing City of Chicago
ri ght-of-way, which is existing 130th Street, that

will remain as part of the right-of-way, and then
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the Railroad will have the right of entry of that
part .

MR. VERCRUYSSE: As far as access, we have
emer gency vehicles, utilities, under permt or
what ever it m ght be, is there a chance that other
vehi cl es, though, can get onto this section of road
and utilize the crossing somehow? Maybe they don't
have a destination, but do we have a gate sonewhere

cl oser towards Torrence or somewhere else that we

will Iimt the ability for other vehicles to come in

here other than authorized only vehicles?

MR. KHUDEI RA: Sure. Torrence is going to be
east of that private property or private crossing,
and also Torrence will be lower at that elevation.

So public vehicles will not have access to this one.

Now as far as gates or signals, that's

to be worked with the Norfolk Southern to see how
can we protect this private road where it's clearly
not meant for public use.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: Can you give me an exanple --
maybe we can have a sheet and Staff of the

Comm ssion would like to be involved in this,
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because we want to make sure there is no access of
general notorists.

MR. KHUDEI RA: Sur e.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: But the process for one of your
mai nt enance vehicles to come into this area, where
woul d they go through to get to the crossing and how
woul d they make their way?

MR. KHUDEI RA: Sure. There is a bridge that we
are building, is going to be west of this private
railroad crossing. So the bridge -- the vehicle has
to cross the bridge and then make a right -- a
90-degree right turn to go into the property and
then they will be crossing the private road. So
it's not the normal path of vehicles. Somebody has
to make a 90-degree turn to go into the crossing.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: OCkay. Thank you.

As noted, we'd |like to be involved as
we nove forward with any of the access points and
what the warning devises would be because it still
wi Il be a roadway unmarked and | think it's kind of
on the fringe of being considered a private, outside

of our jurisdiction.
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In terms of the 130th Street
cross-section again and going under the NS tracks,
the Petition notes a bike path. Can you just give a
feel if that's just going to be a portion of the
overall structure and utilize one span or a portion
of a span?

MR. KHUDEI RA: Sur e. The bi ke path is going to
be under the bridge, but it's separated fromthe
roadway by about 5, 6 feet. So it will be under,
separated from vehicle traffic and then the train
traffic, of course, will be above it. So it's
totally isol ated.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: Okay. As far as the bicycle
pat hs, then, are there any connections towards
Torrence and utilizing the Torrence structure also,
is that called for?

MR. KHUDEI RA: Sure. The path crosses Torrence
with a pedestrian bridge, separate designated bridge
above Torrence, and then it goes west, west of
Torrence, and then before it reaches the 130th
Nor f ol k Southern bridge, it will go under the bridge

and then continues west. So it's totally isol ated
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and separate path.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: But the NS tracks al ong
Torrence, it's not intersecting there, it's just
east/west over Torrence.

MR. KHUDEI RA: That's right, exactly.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: Gr eat . Thank you.

In terms of the staging coordination,
| think we noted seven or eight stages, has that
been fully devel oped and coordi nated with | DOT and
the NS and Northeast |ndiana Transportation
District?

MR. KHUDEI RA: Yes, it has been. And there has
been sone di scussions, fine-tuning. Some of these
stages we had to create them because we coul d not
shut down the Norfol k Southern Railroad tracks
because the existing tracks will be relocated
further east, so those seven stages -- the reason
why, actually, there are seven, because it was
coordi nated, agreed, fine-tuned and -- yes. The
answer is, yes.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: Excel | ent. Thank you.

Your Honor, | think that takes care of
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most of my questions.

Thank you, Soli man.

| guess the last item though, for the

record in the overall case, the TS&L, the type, size

and | ocation for each of these bridges, if we can

have them filed as exhibits for the case, | think
that will help greatly and show ng the record and
going along with any interim or proposed or agreed

order.

MR. KHUDEI RA: Sur e.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: So that would be three to four,
| guess TS&L, dependi ng upon how you have the
pedestrian bridge.

MR. KHUDEI RA: We have, actually, one TS&L
for -- we have six bridges in this project. We
could give all of them or should we give the one

that's related to the Railroad? Because there is
one pedestrian bridge for four. | assunme you don't
need this one.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: Actually, you know, | wouldn't
m nd having all of them because in relation to how

this private crossing mght be, that m ght give us

30



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

all a better feel as far as --

MR. KHUDEI RA: Sur e.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: -- mobility and if pedestrians
or others m ght be able to make an access down to
this private road or sonet hing. | "' m sure that would
be very hel pful.

MR. KHUDEI RA: That we coul d do.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: And that would be Staff's
request, your Honor, just to help in drafting and we
can work with the parties to provide any other
documents that m ght provide pertinent design pages.

JUDGE JACKSON: | think they'll be
accommodati ng.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: Gr eat . Thank you.

JUDGE JACKSON: M. Parrish, anything?

MR. PARRI SH: No, Judge, | don't have anything,
but I will defer to nmy colleague in Springfield,
Jeff Harpring.

Jeff, do you have anything?

MR. HARPRI NG: | just have a few questions here,

if 1 could.

M . Pace, you nmentioned you're not

31



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

seeking, | believe you said, additional Grade
Crossing Protection funds, are you seeking Grade
Crossing funds and if so, about how nmuch are you
seeking on the project?

MR. KHUDEI RA: We are not seeking Grade
Separation Protection Fund. W are not.

MR. HARPRI NG: Is the project going to be
handl ed by a state |let project or a |local |et
situation?

MR. KHUDEI RA: It will be a local let project.

MR. HARPRI NG: Can you give nme the status of any
joint agreenent between the City of Chicago and | DOT
as far as normally they do a joint agreement for
fundi ng rei mbursement, has that been done or has it
been drafted or what status is there on that?

MR. KHUDEI RA: Sure. The | PA, the individual
project agreement, it's drafted. However, right now
it's being revised because we are seeking additional
funding that's right now pending with Springfield
and Schaunburg. So the monent the additional
funding and |I'm sure, you know, the matching issue

right now -- the nmoment the funding issue is
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finalized and the IPA will be revised and finalized.

As Jack mentioned, we cannot adverti se

the project without securing all the funding. And
we expect that to be finalized, hopefully, in the
next month or two.

MR. HARPRI NG: Okay. As far as a letting date,
you're | ooking at March for a letting date?

MR. KHUDEI RA: Yes, pendi ng, of course,
avail ability of funds. It's always the funding
i ssue.

MR. HARPRI NG: | believe that's all the
guestions | have.

JUDGE JACKSON: Do you expect -- | know in the
Petition you say the project as a whole, you expect
it to be conpleted in 48 nmonths, is that stil
pretty accurate?

MR. KHUDEI RA: Yes.

JUDGE JACKSON: Anyone el se have any questions
for M. Pace or his witness?

No ?
MR. FLYNN: Not hi ng, your Honor.

JUDGE JACKSON: All right. Everything 1've
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heard sounds good.

| guess ny only question is what
further involvement do you want from us? How can ne
and the Comm ssion help? Do you think we set
anot her informal round table discussion again for
four to six weeks out, maybe to see how everyone is
doi ng and how we're progressing, especially since it
appears that we'll go to order sonmetime in either
| ate Decenmber or early January in order to
accommodate the March letting. How does everyone
feel about that?

M . Pace?

MR. PACE: Yes, your Honor, | would appreciate
if we can get another status date. W' re |ooking at
the first week of December. And just for everyone's
knowl edge, M. Soliman (sic) will be out of the
office from Decenber 8th to January 2nd.

JUDGE JACKSON: So I think we can get it in for
the first week of December if everyone else is in
agreement .

Let's see, M. Flynn, you may be in

here, | think. | don't know how | ong that one is
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going to |last, December 4th on a Thursday, the
Danville case is up. So we have a Bench session set
for December the 3rd. W can get together, ['II
check the calendar on this room the afternoon of
Tuesday, Decenber 2nd | have open, the afternoon of

Thur sday, December 4th or Friday, Decenber 5th.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: That works for Staff, any of
t hose.
MR. PARRI SH: December 2nd is best for |DOT.
JUDGE JACKSON: Let me go check the availability
of this roomfor the entire week and |I'Ill be right
back.
O f the record.
(Wher eupon, a short
recess was taken.)
JUDGE JACKSON: Back on the record.
' mreal pleased with what everybody
has done before we even got here today. Thank you

for that.
We are continued to Tuesday,
December 2nd, 2008, at the hour of 10:00 a.m,

Springfield/ Chicago audi o/video roonms for another
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i nformal

» » 3 3

round table status discussion.

Thanks, everyone.
PARRI SH: Thank you.
PACE: Thank you.

KHUDEI RA: Thank you.

FLYNN: Thanks everybody.

(Wher eupon

matter was continued to

December

, the above-entitl ed

2nd,

2008.)
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